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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 2/26/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The objected claim 2 has been withdrawn. 

In response to Applicant's argument page 6 last paragraph that the second reference Deco 
Tech does not show any structure allowing any modification to the object. Examiner disagreed, 
because in the figure clearly illustrates the structure which is recited in the claim limitations. 
E.g., in the figure shows a 3d preview of a cabinet that can be modify by changing or editing the 
orientation/location of the cabinet selecting different angles in x and y axes (see two horizontal 
bars). Examiner believes that one skilled in the art would easily interpret what is taught by 
DecoTech with respect to claimed language, e.g., the figure on page 7 illustrates more than two 
graphical user interfaces (e.g., a scrollbar/toolbar/text/etc that recited in claims 8 and 19, see 
page 8 of remarks), e.g., the cabinet is considered as a graphical object, and changing the angle 
of point of views the graphical object automatically changes relative to a graphical window or to 
the display, see figure below. 

In response to applicant's argument that the DecoTech fails to show certain features of 
applicant's invention (see page 7), it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., 
refers to paragraph 0007 of the specification states that the display may be rotated , where the 

rotation of the display is sensed, ) are not recited in the rejected claims. Although the claims 

are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the 
claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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In response to Applicant's argument on page 8 regarding claims 8 and 19, Buxton teaches 
in col. 1 lines 5-14, and DecoTech with respect to claimed language, e.g., the figure on page 7 
illustrates more than two graphical user interfaces (e.g., a scrollbar/toolbar/tcxt/etc that recited in 
claims 8 and 19, see page 8 of remarks), e.g., the cabinet is considered as a graphical object, and 
changing the angle of point of views the graphical object automatically changes relative to a 
graphical window or to the display. 

Examiner's notes: Applicant's arguments against the references individually (i.e. the 
reference DecoTech), can be seen on pages 6-8 of remarks; one cannot show nonobviousness by 
attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. 



In view of the above, it is submitted that the previous rejection is still maintained. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-6, 8-9, 1 1-17, 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Buxton et al. 6,1 15,025, hereinafter refer as Buxton, and in view of DecoTech Design 
Software Inc. 1992-2002, hereinafter DecoTech. 
1. Claim 1, 

As per claim 1, "A graphical user interface displayed on a display and comprising a first 
graphical user interface part and a second graphical user interface part, the method 
comprising:", Buxton in figs. 3a and 3b clearly illustrates two parts 34 and 30. 

Buxton does not show the first graphical user interface part is automatically reoriented 
relative to the display in accordance with a change to orientation/location information; and 
allowing the second graphical user interface part to remain in a same orientation relative to the 
display regardless of the change to the orientation/location information. 

However, DecoTech teaches the first graphical user interface part is automatically 
reoriented relative to the display in accordance with a change to orientation/location 
information; and allowing the second graphical user interface part to remain in a same 
orientation relative to the display regardless of the change to the orientation/location 
information (e.g., in figures on page 7 illustrate graphical objects at the right sides i.e. similar to 
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the first graphical user interface part of the claim language, and a user may be modified the 
objects by changing the orientation of it while the left side of the display i.e. similar to the 
second graphical user interface part remains in a same orientation regardless of the change to 
the location). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine DecoTech into Buxton, in order to minimize the complexity of editing of multiple 
objects, e.g., change absolute and/or relative position, attributes and color crayons. 

2. Claim 2, 

A method according to claim 2, wherein the first part is a first user interface element and 
the second part is a second user interface element. Buxton at col. 4, line 30 teaches the claim 
limitations. 

3. Claim 3, 

A method according to claim 2, wherein a user explicitly determines the change to the 
orientation/location information. Buxton in fig. 6 step 86 teaches the claim limitation. 

4. Claim 4, 

A method according to claim 3, wherein the explicit determination comprises the user 
interactively inputting information that indicates an orientation. Buxton in fig. 6 step 86 teaches 
the claim limitation. 

5. Claim 5, 

A method according to claim 2, wherein the change to the orientation/location 
information is determined automatically based on a spatial orientation/location change relative to 
the display. The rejection of this claim is similar to the rejection of claim 1 . 
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6. Claim 6, 

A method according to claim 5, wherein the automatic determination comprises at least 
one of sensing the orientation of an input device, sensing the orientation/location of a user, 
automatically identifying an identify of a user. Buxton in fig. 6 step 88, and in fig. 7 steps 1 12, 
120 teaches the claim limitations. 

7. Claims 8-9, 11-12, 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of the two references teach the claimed limitations, 
and claim 8 is rejected with similar reason as set forth in claim 1, above. In view of following 
claims' limitations, it is not necessary to repeat, the rejection of claims 1-6 applies to rejection of 
claims 8-9, 11-12. 

8. Claims 13-17, 20-24, 

Claim 13 is rejected with similar reason as set forth in claim 1, above. The rejection of 
claims 1-6 applies to rejection of claims 14-17, 20-24. 

9. Regarding claim 19, the combination of the two references teach the claimed limitations, 
and claim 19 is rejected with similar reason as set forth in claim 1, above. Buxton teaches in col. 
1 lines 5-14, and DecoTech with respect to claimed language, e.g., the figure on page 7 
illustrates more than two graphical user interfaces (e.g., a scrollbar/toolbar/text/etc that recited in 
claims 8 and 19, see page 8 of remarks), e.g., the cabinet is considered as a graphical object, and 
changing the angle of point of views the graphical object automatically changes relative to a 
graphical window or to the display. 

Examiner's note: The second reference DecoTech on page 4 at the right top figure, each 
object contains its own user interface tool i.e. linked to object, pattern libraries. Applicant may 
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be emphasized more the significant of the claimed invention over the prior arts on his next 
remarks. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAVID A. AMINI whose telephone number is (571)272-7654. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kee Tung can be reached on 571-272-7794. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Javid A Amini 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2628 

/Javid A Amini/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2628 



